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DETAILED ACTION 



This communication is in response to applicant's response to Response "D" which is 
filed August 11,2003. 

Claims 1-28 are pending. 



Applicant's argument and amendment with respect to the pending claims 7, 1 1 and 21, 
filed August 11, 2003, are persuasive. Therefore the examiner has withdrawn the rejections. 

Applicant's arguments to the rejected claim 25 is insufficient to distinguish the claimed 
invention from the cited prior arts or overcome the rejection of said claims under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a) as discussed below. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive for at least the following reasons. 

Regarding claim 25, on page 18, third paragraph, Applicant's arguments that Vanden 
Heuvel in view of Helferich and in further view of Murai does not teach or suggest every 
limitation of the claims. 

Examiner recognizes that references cannot be arbitrarily combined and that there must 
be some reason why one skilled in the art would be motivated to make the proposed combination 
of primary and secondary references. In re Nomiya, 184 USPQ 607 (CCPA 1975). However, 
there is no requirement that a motivation to make the modification be expressly articulated. The 
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test for combining references is what the combination of disclosures taken as a whole would 
suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re McLaughlin, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 
Vanden Heuvel suggests that when a valid message received and it is a personal selective call 
message, the memory manager checks for an available memory slot. If no slot is available, the 
oldest read or oldest unread message is deleted and the next available personal control area slot is 
made available for message storage. This method would ensure effective utilization of the 
memory data area (column 9 lines 55 to column 10 lines 9; see Figure 9). Helferich teaches that 
erasing the messages after the messages have been checked by the user selection function. 

The pager transceiver of Helferich teaches that when a valid message received a selective 
call, the pager transceiver CPU determine whether an acknowledgment has been enabled. If the 
acknowledgment has been enabled, the acknowledgment flag is enabled (column 9 lines 58 to 
67; see Figure 7). The pager transceiver CPU performs house keeping functions (column 10 
lines 1 to 18). The user selects the functions to be performed from available functions such as 
retrieve, erase or save message (column 10 lines 19 to 30; see Figure 8). One of ordinary skilled 
in the art understand that a user select an erase function after the received message is read, the 
received message is marked in order for the pager transceiver CPU knows that a particular 
message is erased after the process function is performed. Therefore, Helferich teaches or 
suggests deleting a message once it is checked by the user. 

Murai teaches or suggests that the radio telecommunication apparatus capable of storing 
received messages and erasing the messages at programmable intervals. The radio 
telecommunication apparatus includes a second input section for inputting data representing the 
timings of erasing the messages stored in the memory circuit. Second, the message-erasing 
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circuit erases messages from the memory circuit in accordance with the time data output by the 
timer circuit and also with the message-erasing timing data input by operating the second input 
section. With this device it is possible to erase the messages sequentially in the order they have 
been received, or in ascending order of importance (column 3 lines 42 to 55; see Figure 1). The 
radio telecommunication apparatus further includes a display and a display control circuit. The 
display control circuit reads the messages from the memory circuit and causes the display to 
display the messages, before the second input circuit is operated to set and hold message-erasing 
data items representing timings of erasing the messages stored in the memory circuit. Hence, 
immediately after the holder of the device operates the second input section, thus inputting the 
timing of erasing any message from the message circuit, he or she can see the massage on the 
display and confirm which message he or she is going to erase (column 3 line 56 to column 4 
line 2). 

Therefore, Vanden Heuvel in view of Helferich and in further view of Murai does teach 
or suggest every limitation of the claims. The examiner maintains that the references cited and 
applied in the last office actions for the rejection of the claims are maintained in this office 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



action. 
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Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vanden Heuvel 
et al. (US# 5426,424) in view of Helferich (US# 6,259,892). 

Referring to claim 25, Vanden Heuvel et al. disclose a message erasing method 
comprising the steps of: 

Receiving a radio signal from a base station of a radio paging system (column 1 lines 1 1 
to 15; see Figure 1); 

Picking up one calling address or a plurality of calling addresses assigned to own receiver 
from the radio signal being received (column 4 lines 26 to 33); 

Picking up message data corresponding to the calling address or the calling addresses 
(column 4 lines 48 to 52); 

Storing the message data picked up (column 4 lines 48 to 52); 

Designating character sequences in stored messages (column 5 lines 60 to 63); 

Detecting whether or not designated character sequences are contained in stored 
messages (column 5 lines 63 to 66); and 

However, Vanden Heuvel et al. did not explicitly disclose that erasing concerned 
messages collectively when designated character sequences are contained in the stored messages. 
Vanden Heuvel et al. disclose erasing designated data bases upon receiving an add/delete 
selective call message (column 9 lines 65 to 68). 

In the same field of endeavor of radio paging receiver, Helferich teaches that the erasing 
means (116; see Figures 8 and 9) to erase concerned messages (201; see Figure 1 1) when it is 
detected by the character sequence retrieving means (114) (column 12 lines 55 to 65; column 13 
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lines 1 to 17) that the designated character sequences (i.e. message identifier of 201) are 
contained in the stored messages (5) and it is detected by the time counting means (28) that the 
predetermined time has lapsed after the messages (201) are stored (column 1 1 lines 35 to 48; 
column 13 lines 17 to 28; column 13 lines 62 to column 14 lines 23) in order to erase the 
message resided in memory for a certain period of time by using the retrieving message function 
to retrieve all the message in data message memory with a message identifier that the user was 
mark. 

One skill in the art would have recognized to erase concerned messages when it is 
detected by retrieve message function that a predetermined time has lapsed of Helferich to 
erasing designated data bases upon receiving an add/delete selective call message of Vanden 
Heuvel et al. because Vanden Heuvel et al. suggest that the need to modify a time that set by a 
user to delete old messages in the memory is so desired (column 8 lines 42 to 63) and Helferich 
teaches that the user to program the paging transceiver to erase messages by retrieving all 
messages with a message identifier of a data message at a particular time or set a expire time 
(column 3 lines 27 to 41; column 10 lines 36 to 44; column 1 1 lines 35 to 48). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to erase concerned messages when it is detected by message identifier that a predetermined 
time has lapsed of Helferich in erasing designated data bases upon receiving an add/delete 
selective call message as evidenced by Vanden Heuvel et al. with the motivation being to 
provide a radio pager transceiver capable of erasing the messages at programmable intervals that 
is set by users to save the memory space. 
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Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vanden 
Heuvel et al. (US# 5426,424) in view of Helferich (US# 6,259,892) and further in view of Murai 
(US# 5,239,679.) 



Referring to claims 26-28, Vanden Heuvel et al in view of Helferich disclose a radio 
paging receiver according to claim 25 above. However, Vanden Heuvel in view of Helferich did 
not clearly disclose wherein the messages are erased collectively concerned messages. 

In the same field of endeavor of selective call receiver, Murai teaches that the messages 
are erased collectively concerned messages (column 3 lines 43 to 55) for the purpose of erasing 
the selectively stored messages. 

One skill in the art would have recognized the need to modify the way to erase the 
messages in memory selectively by using the input section of Murai to the selective call receiver 
of Vanden Heuvel et al. in view of Helferich because Vanden Heuvel et al. suggests that the need 
to erase the messages in memory selectively is so desired and Murai teaches that pager holder 
has preset the message-erasing time of "00:00," all message codes stored in the message 
memory, except for those containing a data-preserving flag, are automatically erased at the preset 
message-erasing time (column 10 lines 21 to 29). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the way to 
erase the messages in memory selectively by using the input section of Murai into the selective 
call receiver of Vanden Heuvel et al. in view of Helferich with the motivation that a selective call 
receiver capable of erasing the collectively concerned messages of the user choice and providing 
the memory has more space to store other messages. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



Claims 7-10 and 21-24 are allowed as evident by applicant's arguments. 

Referring to claims 7 and 21, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that wherein, when designated 
character sequences are contained in the received messages, the messages are not stored in a 
storage area but automatically erased after the messages have been checked. 

Referring to claim 1 1, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that stored character sequence 
retrieving means for detecting whether or not designated character sequences are contained in the 
message data picked up by the first decoding means stored in the data storing means; and erasing 
means for erasing the messages; wherein, when designated character sequences are contained in 
the stored messages, the messages are erased collectively concerned messages. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam V Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-3867. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on 703-305-4704. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Nam Nguyen 
September 21, 2003 





